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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-54 have been examined. 



Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it is longer than 1 50 words. 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 46-51 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 46 is rendered vague and indefinite, since the claim includes system and 
method language, thereby covering two statutory classes of inventions. Claims 47- 
51 are rejected since they depend from claim 46. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for 
patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of 



3. 



4. 
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an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-9, 15-18, 20, 31-48, and 50-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Webber, Jr. (USPN 6,167,378). 

As per claim 1, Webber, Jr. discloses a method of managing purchasing 
contracts between supplier entities and customer entities for the purchase of 
products (e.g., digital automation of the supply chain, including a transaction 
between a buyer and a seller in the form of a contract, column 5, lines 30-38), said 
method comprising the steps of: generating at least one purchasing contract 
between at least one supplier entity and at least one customer entity (e.g., contract 
between buyer and seller), the purchasing contract being applicable to one or more 
contracted purchasing transactions effected (e.g., generation and computation of 
transactional data related to the contract, column 6, lines 37-42), at least partially, 
through a computerized system (communications and activities platform, CAP 260, 
figure 2), said generating step including defining one or more contract terms, each 
contract term having one or more term attributes (contract terms and conditions, that 
specify activities required to fulfill the obligations, column 6, lines 30-36), and storing 
a term data set of the term attributes associated with each contract term in one or 
more computer databases (e.g., terms and functions of the contracts identified by a 
standard or common identifier and stored in database 295, column 9, lines 34-39); 
collecting sets of transaction data relating to one or more purchasing transactions; 
storing the transaction data sets in one or more computer databases (e.g., chain of 
transactions for each requested product stored in contracts database 295, column 9, 
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lines 19-20); identifying one or more sets of transaction data as a contract 
transaction data set for a contract transaction identifiable with a contract term (e.g., 
terms and conditions required by the parties involved in each transaction within the 
contract, column 9, lines 25-31); and generating a collection of contract transaction 
data sets by associating the transaction data set of each identified contract 
transaction with each term data set of a contract term with which the transaction is 
identified (e.g., contract includes an entity identifier associated with some or all of 
the parties contractually linked to the transaction, column 9, lines 7-9). 

As per claim 2, Webber, Jr. discloses measuring the performance of a contract 
term, whereby the computer program inputs data from one more of the contract 
transaction data sets associated with the contract term (e.g., a transaction within the 
supply chain generates fulfillment obligations associated with contract terms for a 
particular entity, column 10, lines 3-7). 

As per claim 3, Webber, Jr. discloses the step of executing a computer program 
to identify one or more of the purchasing transactions as a contract transaction by 
selecting at least a portion of the transaction data for a purchasing transaction and 
comparing the selected portion with the term attributes set for a contract term, 
whereby the transaction is identified as a contract transaction when the selected 
portion is identified with one or more of the term attributes (e.g., contracts of entities 
within the supply chain for a particular transaction are preferably linked, column 10, 
lines 8-10). 
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As per claim 4, Webber, Jr. discloses the supplier entity and the customer entity 
have, associated therewith, one or more entity attributes, said method further 
comprising the steps of: specifying one or more entity data representing each of the 
entity attributes or a combination thereof; and including the entity data in each term 
data set such that the contract transaction data set includes entity data (e.g., the 
contract includes an entity identifier associated with the parties linked to the 
transaction, column 9, lines 7-9). 

As per claim 5, Webber, Jr. discloses specifying entity data representing an entity 
attribute from the group of entity attributes consisting of: customer entity organization 
information, designated customer employee contact information, supplier entity 
organization information, designated supplier employee contact information, and 
combinations thereof (e.g., departments and divisions within one entity, column 10, 
lines 10-12). 

As per claim 6, Webber, Jr. discloses selecting one or more term attributes from 
the group of term attributes consisting of: supplier entity identifiers, customer entity 
identifiers, contract identifiers, contract term identifiers, term performance rules, term 
discount, term requirements, and combinations thereof (e.g., entity identifier 
associated with buyer/seller in the contract, column 9, lines 7-9) 

As per claim 7, Webber, Jr. discloses for each contract, specifying entity data 
including supplier entity data designating one or more individuals associated with the 
contract for the supplier entity, and customer entity data designating one or more 
individuals associated with the contract for the customer entity; and associating the 
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entity data with each of the contract terms for the contract such that the contract 
transaction data sets generated include the entity data (e.g., contracts for the 
respective entities are linked to the requesting supplier and buyer and other entities, 
as required by transaction, column 10, lines 1-3). 

As per claim 8, Webber, Jr. discloses generating a contract transaction data set 
including a supplier entity identifier, a customer entity identifier (supply and buyer 
entity identifiers, column 9, lines 7-9), a contract identifier, and a contract term 
identifier (terms and functions identified with a common or standard identifier, 
column 6, lines 54-57). 

As per claim 9, Webber, Jr. discloses receiving, at one or more client stations, 
transaction data relating to a partial purchase transaction, wherein the partial 
purchase transaction embodies less than a whole portion of a predetermined 
individualized transaction for a product (e.g., links in a chain of transactions, wherein 
an event triggers computation of transactional data, column 7, lines 9-20); deriving 
an individualized transaction from one or more partial purchasing transactions, the 
individualized transactions being associated with an individualized transaction data 
set; and storing the transaction data set for the individualized transaction in one or 
more computer databases (e.g., events that trigger activity, wherein the events that 
make up the transaction trigger links to the contract system and database 295, 
column 7, lines 21-25). 

As per claim 15, Webber, Jr. discloses receiving transaction data in a plurality of 
data formats (e.g., reports of transactions in various formats, column 12, lines 36-39) 
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and storing the received transaction data in accordance with a common format (CAP 
system are generated into digital format to be stored, column 14, lines 19-22). 

As per claim 16, Webber, Jr. discloses storing data representing transaction 
attributes from the group of transaction attributes consisting of count of product 
units, cost of product, product code, customer entity code, supplier entity code 
including product originator and product distributor, and combinations thereof (e.g., 
sellers collect sales data and transmit into CAP (product, price, amount), column 8, 
lines 10-12). 

As per claims 17 and 35, Webber, Jr. discloses providing an ancillary database 
containing data representing product attributes of each of a supplier's products, 
whereby individual transaction for a single product are identifiable with one or more 
product attributes (e.g., each contract initiated in CAP is assigned a product/service 
identifier that is unique to a product or service, column 9, lines 5-7); receiving, at a 
client station, parent transaction data relating to a parent purchase transaction, 
wherein the parent transaction embodies one or more individualized transactions 
(i.e., commercial transaction, wherein all the contracts of all the entities within the 
supply chain are linked together, column 10, lines 8-10); deriving one or more 
individualized transactions (i.e., trigger event/transaction) from the parent transaction 
by executing a computer program to compare at least a portion of each parent 
transaction data with the product attributes stored in the ancillary database (e.g., 
contracts of distinct entities are linked together by use of product/transaction 
identifiers, column 10, lines 12-14), defining an individualized transaction with each 
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of the identified products, each of the individualized transactions being associated 
with one or more of the transaction data set; and storing each transaction data set 
for each individualized transaction in one or more computer databases (contracts 
database 295). 

As per claim 18, Webber, Jr. discloses electronically marking each identified 
transaction data set with a unique contract term code and one or more entity codes 
specifying one or more of the supplier entity and the customer entity (e.g., entity 
identifier associated with some or all of the parties linked to the transaction, column 
9, lines 7-9). 

As per claim 20, Webber, Jr. discloses generating a transaction database for 
storing the collected transaction data sets in a common format (e.g., transaction 
reports automatically generated in digital format, column 14, lines 19-22); generating 
a term database for storing the contract term attributes sets (e.g., terms and 
conditions contained in contract); generating an entity database for storing data 
relating to supplier entities and customer entities (e.g., supplier/buyers in supply 
chain); generating an entity contacts database for storing data relating to information 
on individuals designated to a contract at supplier entities and individuals designated 
to a contract at customer entities (e.g., departments and divisions within the entity, 
column 10, lines 10-12), and generating a term performance database for storing 
measured term performance data (i.e., fulfillment of obligation, wherein fulfillment of 
requests at each level of the transaction is activated based on triggering events, 
column 9, lines 53-56); whereby each of the databases are computer databases 
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interconnected to one or more data processing means (computing module 262 and 
databases, figure 2). 

As per claim 31 , Webber, Jr. discloses generating a purchasing contract between 
at least one supplier entity and at least one customer entity, the purchasing contract 
being applicable to one or more contracted purchasing transactions effected (e.g., 
digital automation of the supply chain, including a transaction between a buyer and a 
seller in the form of a contract, column 5, lines 30-38), at least partially, through a 
computerized system, said generating step including identifying one or more 
contract attributes associated with the contract, including one or more contract 
terms, each contract term having associated therewith a measurable performance 
parameter wherein the value of the performance parameter is dependent (e.g. 
contract terms and conditions required by parties, including fulfillment of obligations, 
column 9, lines 25-27), at least in part, on the occurrence of one or more contracted 
transactions, and storing the contract attributes including the contract terms in one or 
more databases (database 295), collecting transaction data relating to one or more 
purchasing transactions, the collected transaction data including data representing 
one or more transaction attributes associated with each purchasing transaction (e.g., 
commercial transaction including all the contracts of all the entities within the supply 
chain, column 10, lines 8-10), executing a computer program to identify one or more 
of the purchasing transactions as a contract transaction by selecting one or more of 
the transaction attributes and comparing the selected attributes with the contract 
attributes (e.g., events that trigger the transactional activity within the supply chain 
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that links the contractual parties, column 7, lines 61-63), whereby a contract 
transaction is identified when a predetermined one or more of the selected attributes 
are identifiable with one or more of the contract attributes (e.g., events that trigger 
the transaction); and executing a computer program to measure the performance of 
a contract term using, as input data, transaction attributes of one or more contract 
transactions (e.g., fulfillment of the contractual obligations). 

As per claim 32, Webber, Jr. discloses storing the collected transaction data for 
each transaction as a transaction data set; and storing the transaction data sets in a 
transaction database in accordance with a common format (e.g., chain of 
transactions for each requested product stored in contracts database 295, column 9, 
lines 19-20). 

As per claim 33, Webber, Jr. discloses providing a term performance rule for 
determining the fulfillment of each contract term, and storing the term rule in one or 
more computer databases (e.g., fulfillment data calculated according to terms within 
ratified contract, column 10, lines 25-30), and wherein the step of executing a 
program to measure contract term performance includes generating a current term 
performance value and comparing the performance value with a term performance 
rule (e.g., fulfillment data also derived from comparison to standard contractual 
terms and rules, column 10, lines 25-30). 

As per claim 34, Webber, Jr. discloses selecting data representing one or more 
transaction attributes selected from the group of transaction attributes consisting of: 
product code, product cost (e.g., sellers collected sales data, including product, 
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price, and amount, column 8, lines 10-12), transaction time, transaction date, seller 
identifier, computed share, and combinations thereof. 

As per claim 36, Webber, Jr. discloses selecting, for the storing step, one or 
more contract term attributes from the group of term attributes consisting of: term 
discount, term discount method, term date range, term performance rules, term 
identifier (e.g., contract fulfillment instructions, including terms and rules, column 10, 
lines 30-32) , authorized distributors, distributor commission, and combinations 
thereof. 

As per claim 37, Webber, Jr. discloses defining a contract term identifier for each 
contract term; and for each identified contracted transaction, associating the 
transaction data set with the contract term identifier with which the contract 
transaction is identified, whereby the associated transaction data set and the 
contract term identifier constitute a contract transaction data set (e.g., terms and 
functions identified with a common or standard identifier, column 6, lines 54-57). 

As per claim 38, Webber, Jr. discloses using, as input, data from accessing each 
of the contracted transaction data sets associated with the contract term (e.g., 
fulfillment data calculated according to terms within the contract, column 10, lines 
25-30). 

As per claim 39, Webber, Jr. discloses selecting, for the measuring step, a 
performance value from the group of performance values consisting of: total product 
count (sellers data including product price and amount, column 8, lines 8-12), total 
cost, supplier share, unit cost, and combinations thereof; and wherein the step of 
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storing contract attributes includes storing a set of contract term attributes for each 
contract term (e.g., terms and conditions required by the parties in connection with 
the respective obligations, column 9, lines 25-27), and wherein each of the at least 
one supplier entity and the at least one customer entity have, associated therewith, 
one or more entity attributes (e.g., supply chain composed of a number of entities, or 
departments and divisions within one entity, column 10, lines 10-12), said method 
further comprising the steps of: specifying one or more entity data representing each 
of the entity attributes or a combination thereof; and including the entity data in each 
term attributes set such that the contract transaction data set includes entity data 
(e.g., contract includes an entity identifier associated with the parties contractually 
linked to the transaction, column 9, lines 7-9). 

As per claim 40, Webber, Jr. discloses a method of managing a purchasing 
contract between a supplier entity for a common carrier and a customer entity, the 
contract being applicable to one or more contracted ticketing transactions, each of 
the ticketing transactions being associated with a ticket unit (i.e., receipt of a buyer's 
purchase order (PO), that initiates the transaction, wherein the PO is a ticket unit 
associated with the transaction, column 7, lines 1-4), said method comprising the 
steps of: generating a purchasing contract between at least one supplier entity and 
one customer entity, including identifying one or more contract terms, each contract 
term having one or more term attributes, and storing the term attributes associated 
with each contract term as a term data set in one or more computer databases (e.g., 
digital automation of the supply chain, including a transaction between a buyer and a 
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seller in the form of a contract, column 5, lines 30-38), collecting transaction data for 
one or more ticketing transactions from a plurality of data sources; storing a set of 
transaction data for each ticketing transaction in one or more computer databases 
and in accordance with a common format (e.g., generation and computation of 
transactional data related to the contract, column 6, lines 37-42); executing a 
computer program to identify one or more of the ticketing transactions as a 
contracted ticketing transaction by selecting at least a portion of the transaction data 
set for a transaction and comparing the selected portion with the term data set for a 
contract term (e.g., events that trigger the transactional activity within the supply 
chain that links the contractual parties, column 7, lines 61-63), whereby the 
transaction is identified as a contracted ticketing transaction upon identifying the 
selected portion with a portion of the term data set (e.g., events that trigger the 
transaction); and electronically marking each identified transaction data set with a 
unique code associated with the contract term (e.g., contract includes an entity 
identifier associated with some or all of the parties contractually linked to the 
transaction, column 9, lines 7-9); and executing a computer program to measure the 
performance of the contract term using, as input, at least a portion of the transaction 
data set for each identified contracted ticketing transaction (e.g., terms and 
conditions required by the parties in connection with their respective obligations, 
column 9, lines 25-27). 
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Claims 41-45 are rejected based upon the rejection of claims 17, (1&2), (5&7), 6, 
and 16, respectively, since they contain the same limitations therein. Further, 
Webber, Jr. discloses ticketing transactions, as seen in the rejection of claim 40. 

As per claim 46, Webber, Jr. discloses a computerized method for creating 
contract transaction data sets usable with the system (e.g., contract containing 
instructions for the generation of transactional data, column 6, lines 37-40), said 
method comprising the steps of: defining a contract having one or more contract 
terms, each of the contract terms having a set of term attributes associated therewith 
(contract terms and conditions, that specify activities required to fulfill the obligations, 
column 6, lines 30-36), including a criteria for identifying transactions applicable to 
the contract term (e.g. terms and conditions required by the parties, wherein the 
contract includes an entity identifier associated with the parties, column 9, lines 7-9 
and 25-27); storing each of the sets of term attributes as a term data set in one or 
more databases (database 295); collecting transaction data sets, each transaction 
data set relating to a purchasing transaction (e.g., chain of transactions in a supply 
chain purchase transaction), and storing the transaction data set for each 
purchasing transaction in one or more databases (database 295); executing a 
computer program to identify one or more of the purchase transactions with one or 
more contract terms by selecting at least a portion of the transaction data set 
associated with each purchase transaction and comparing the selected portion of 
the transaction data set with at least a portion of the term data set associated with 
the contract term (e.g., events that trigger the transactional activity within the supply 
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chain that links the contractual parties, column 7, lines 61-63), whereby a contract 
transaction is identified when a predetermined portion of the selected transaction 
data set is identified with the portion of the term data set (e.g., events that trigger the 
transaction); and associating at least a portion of the term data set with each 
identified transaction data set to generate a collection of contract transaction data 
sets (e.g., contract includes an entity identifier associated with some or all of the 
parties contractually linked to the transaction, column 9, lines 7-9). 

Claims 47, 48, 50, and 51 are rejected based upon the rejection of claims 7, 18, 
15, and 16, respectively, since they contain the same limitations therein. 

Claims 52-54 are rejected based upon the rejection of claims 1, 15, 17, and 18, 
since they are the system claims, corresponding to the method claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 10-14, 21-28, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Webber, Jr. (USPN 6,167,378), in view of Lidow (US 
2002/0184084). 

As per claim 10, Webber, Jr. discloses collecting historical transaction data sets 
representing purchasing transactions by the customer entity (stored point of sale 
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(POS) data; identifying a proposed contract term having a set of one or more term 
attributes (e.g. contract terms and conditions required by parties, including fulfillment 
of obligations, column 9, lines 25-27); and identifying historical transaction data sets 
applicable to the proposed contract term by comparing contract term attributes with 
at least a portion of each historical transaction data set (e.g., fulfillment obligations 
determined based on a combination of stored POS data and terms and rules 
associated with the product/service, column 10, lines 32-35). Webber, Jr. does not 
disclose qualifying one or more contract terms by, forecasting the performance of 
the proposed contract term using, as input, at least a portion of each identified 
historical transaction data set, and qualifying the proposed contract term based, at 
least partly, on the forecasted performance, assigning the contract term to a 
proposed contract; and evaluating the proposed contract with one or more of 
qualified contract terms. Lidow discloses reviewing the customer forecasts (wherein 
the forecast term is quantity), for consistency with contractual agreements and prior 
forecasts, wherein forecasts are accumulated and filtration systems review the 
demands in order to minimize demand volatility fl| 0132). Both Webber, Jr. and 
Lidow are concerned with effective supply chain planning, therefore it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include forecasting the performance of the proposed contract term in 
Webber, Jr., as seen in Lidow, as an effective means of minimizing demand 
volatility, by qualifying the forecasting, thus making the Webber, Jr. system more 
robust. 
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As per claim 1 1 , Webber, Jr. discloses collecting historical transaction data from 
a plurality of distinct sources (i.e., plurality of POS sources). 

As per claim 12, Webber, Jr. discloses collecting historical transaction data in a 
plurality of data formats and converting each of the collected transaction data into 
historical transaction datasets in accordance with a common format (e.g., 
conventional transaction reports can be automatically generated into digital form, 
column 14, lines 19-22). 

As per claim 13, Webber, Jr. does not disclose designating the proposed contract 
term as qualified if the forecasted performance satisfies a predetermined 
performance criteria. Lidow discloses reviewing the customer forecasts (wherein the 
forecast term is quantity), for consistency with contractual agreements and prior 
forecasts (i.e., predetermined performance criteria, 0132). Both Webber, Jr. and 
Lidow are concerned with effective supply chain planning, therefore it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include designating the proposed contract term as qualified in Webber, Jr., 
as seen in Lidow, as an effective means of minimizing demand volatility, by 
qualifying the forecasting, thus making the Webber, Jr. system more robust. 
As per claim 14, Webber, Jr. discloses storing a plurality of proposed contract terms 
including one or more term performance rules (e.g., fulfillment obligations, 
determined by terms and rules, column 10, lines 32-35) for each proposed term. 
Webber, Jr. does not disclose wherein the step of qualifying a proposed contract 
term includes comparing the forecasted performance with a term performance rule. 
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Lidow discloses reviewing the customer forecasts (wherein the forecast term is 
quantity), for consistency with contractual agreements and prior forecasts (i.e., 
predetermined performance criteria, U 0132). Both Webber, Jr. and Lidow are 
concerned with effective supply chain planning, therefore it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include designating the proposed contract term as qualified in Webber, Jr., as seen 
in Lidow, as an effective means of minimizing demand volatility, by qualifying the 
forecasting, thus making the Webber, Jr. system more robust. 

Claims 21-24 are rejected based upon the rejection of claims 10, 14, and 12, 
respectively, since they contain the same limitations therein. 

As per claim 25, Webber, Jr. discloses individualizing each of the collected 
transaction data, including executing data processing means to convert each 
transaction data set to one or more individualized transaction data sets, whereby 
each individualized transaction data set is associated with a single predetermined 
product (e.g., contracts for a chain of individualized transactions are stored for each 
requested product, column 9, lines 19-20). 

Claims 26-28 are rejected based upon the rejection of claims 17 and 18, as seen 
above, since they contain the same limitations, therein. 

As per claim 30, Webber, Jr. discloses creating a common format characterized 
by a single line of transaction data (template fields in digital contract, column 8, lines 
20-24), and wherein the transaction data set represent information selected from the 
group of historical purchasing information consisting of: product description, count, 
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cost, date, time, salesperson, computed share applicable to supplier entity, and 
combinations thereof (e.g., stored POS data 285, including product, price, and 
amount, figure 2 and column 8, lines 10-12). 

9. Claims 19, 29, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Webber, Jr. (USPN 6,167,378), in view of Ben-Meir et al (US 
2003/0014326). 

As per claims 19, 29, and 49, Webber, Jr. does not disclose storing an SQL 
statement that describes each term and wherein the marking step includes 
generating an SQL statement to match transaction data sets with a contract term. 
Ben-Meir et al disclose a system, which supports buyer and vendors in the process 
of selecting business partners and managing relationships flj 0010), including a 
relational database 50 that includes SQL language (1J0025). Further, Ben-Meir et al 
disclose storing contract and information in the database, in order to sort, analyze, 
and/or reuse, based upon the need fl| 0094). Both Webber, Jr. and Ben-Meir et al 
are concerned with effective buyer and vendor relationships and purchasing 
efficiency, therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to include SQL language in database 295 in 
Webber, Jr., as seen in Ben-Meir et al, as an effective means of database 
management via sort and analysis, thereby making the Webber, Jr. system more 
robust. 
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Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

-McLauchlin et al (US 2001/001 1222) disclose procurement data provided to 
various users of a system. 

-Owens et al (USPN 6236984) disclose managing contract negotiation. 

-Balaban et al (USPN 6338071) disclose storing information regarding the terms 
of one or more contracts. 



1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andre Boyce whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1867. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (703) 305-9643. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872- 
9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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